


CITY OF PORTAGE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
Minutes of Meeting — December 12, 2022

The City of Portage Zoning Board of Appeals meeting was called to order by Chair Haddow at 7:00 p.m.
four people were in the audience.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Lena Jomaa, Linda Finch, Tracy Ezell, Lynn Haddow, Michael Reedy, Winifred
Kurtz, Linda Fry

MEMBERS EXCUSED: Ken Seybold, Jay Eichstaedt

IN ATTENDANCE: Jeff Mais, Zoning & Codes Administrator; Catherine Kaufman City Attorney, Josh
Thall, Assistant City Attorney.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES:
A motion was made by Kurtz, and seconded by Reedy, to approve the September 12, 2022 minutes with
corrections. Upon voice vote, motion passed 7-0.

NEW BUSINESS:

ZBA #22-06; 7085 Sandpiper Street: Mais summarized the request for a variance to construct a 135 square-
foot sunroom addition which will extend to within 37 feet of the rear (east) property line where a minimum
40-foot setback is required. Paul Honeysett stated they had received a similar variance in 2011 to construct
the existing sunroom. They wished to expand the sunroom located on the house’s main level by an additional
135 square feet. Finch inquired if the same exterior materials would be used for the addition. The applicant
stated the original siding was no longer available, so they have chosen to do it with a partial stone exterior.

A public hearing was opened. No one spoke for or against the request. A motion was made by Jomaa,
seconded by Fry, to close the public hearing. Upon voice vote the motion passed 7-0.

After additional discussion, a motion was made by Kurtz, seconded by Reedy, to grant a variance to construct
a 135 square-foot sunroom addition which will extend to within 37 feet of the rear (east) property line where
a minimum 40-foot setback is required for the following reasons: there are exceptional circumstances
applying to the property that do not apply generally to other properties in the same zoning district which
include the existing front setback of the dwelling is farther back than other dwellings on the street; the
variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of a substantial property right, the right to improve
a residential use which is similar to that possessed by other properties in the same zoning district; the
immediate practical difficulty was not caused by the applicant; the variance will not be detrimental to
adjacent property and the surrounding neighborhood; and the variance will not materially impair the intent
and purpose of the zoning ordinance. Upon roll call vote: Jomaa-Yes, Fry-Yes, Haddow-Yes, Reedy-Yes,
Ezell-Yes, Kurtz-Yes, Finch-Yes; the motion passed 7-0.

OTHER BUSINESS: None

STATEMENT OF CITIZENS: None.

ADJOURNMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 7:13 pm.


































